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bOR THE UNIVERSALIST MAGAZINE. Spirit.” It is there said, “* Then was Jesus led up of | Like expressions must have like meaning. Not oaly 
the Spirit into the wilderness.” ‘The same thing is so, but if it can be fairl 
s. ig . airly made out, that any one of 
LETTER IV. 


evident from comparing Rom. viii. 9, with verse 16th, | these various phrases means a person, and the third 
INQUIRY CONCERNING THE and other places. person in the Godhead, it must be so understood in 
PHRASE; SPIRIT OF GOD. 





4th. It is equaily manifest, that the phrases, “* The them all. On the contrary if it can be shewn, that in 
Spirit,” ** the spirit of God,” and * the holy Spirit,” any one of these phrases it does not mean this, but re- 
all mean the same person or thing. This follows as 4 fers to something else, we ought to undersiand it so in 
‘fair inference from the above statements. It is also them all. his I think a just conclusion, from what 


' all 1 to th baie 8 ike ‘| evident from comparing Juke iv. 1, with Mat. iv. 1.— | we have shewn above, that all these are different ex- 
Sm,—T shal agent encase : € principal object ol 1 deem it unnecessary to transcribe these texts, asit is pressions for the same person or thing. To make my- 
my investigations, the consideration of all the texts, in | 69 eyident upon the slightest inspe¢tion of them. | self clearly understood; for example, if in the New 

“ nh , Qniei Toe , . : ’ 
which Ruk and Pnewma are translated } ai 1 hese | 5th. It is no less evident, that the phrase ‘* Holy | Testament we read the phrase, “ spirit of the Lord,” 
two words, are ao only eee: often rendered I but Spirit,” and “the spirit of the Lord,” refer to the land recurring to the Old, we find that this very phrase 
are associated with a v ariety of expressions in 19% same person or thing. Thus it is said, Luke iv. 1, ‘slo. ‘ there designates the third person in the Godhead, I 
ture. Thus forexample we read, not only of the spirit, | eye being full of the holy Spirit.» Now, let it be no-| concinde that the two phrases in both places must be 
To deviate from 


but also of the spirit of God, spirit of the Lord, and} ticed, that this person or thing, which in this tex’, Je-! understcod alike, and visa versa. 





Continued from page 50.) 


holy Spirit. We read also of the spirit being sent, 
given, received, poured out, shed forth, and of persons 
being baptised with the holy Spirit. All these various | 
modes of speaking about the Spirit, | intend in futare 


sus is said to be full of, is thus expressed at verse 1ith. 
‘* The spirit of the Lord is upon me because he hath 
anointed me to preach the gospel to the poor.” And 
referring to this anointing, it is said, Acts x. 38, ** God 


this princt»'e of interpretation, tends to throw every 
thing loose, aud must lead to endless altercation. The 
other modes of expression, noticed above, | think must 
be so understood as this one is, what ever be its mean- 


letters to consider. Jn the present letter, I shall make anointed Jesus of Nazareth with the holy spirit.” ing, for as we have shewn, they are all used as synon- 
some general remarks, containing principles, the truth/ th, Since the phrases, ** The Spirit,” ** the spirit}imous expressions for the same person or thing. In 
of which | hardly think will be disputed, on the truth of God,” * the spirit of the Lord,” and “ the holy | confirmation of the justice of ‘hese remarks permit me 
or falsehood of them much depends. Besides, to make | Spirit,’ all mean one and the same person or thing, all | to subjoin the following. 











them here, will prevent repetitions and digressions, | these phrases express the same as is meant by the ex The Old Testament being writfen before the New, 


and facilitate the whole of my future investigations of 
this subject. 

Ist. That there is but one holy Spirit, or spirit of} 
God. The term spirit is often appliedtomen. What 
i mean is, that when the term spirit has reference to 
God, that there are not two or more holy spirits, or 
spirits of the Lord. It is not more expressly said, that 
there is one Lord, one faith, one God and Father of all, | 
than that there is ** one Spirit.” 





lam aware, that the phrase ** seven spirits,” is to 
be found several times in scripture: But | have never 
. . ! 

heard, that by this expression any one ever understood, , 


' 


pression, ** the Comforter.” ‘This isin as many words 
expressly declared, ** But the Comforter which is the 
holy Spirit, whom the Father will send in my name he 
will teach you all things.” John xiv. 26. 1 may add, 
that what Christ calls ‘‘ the promise of the father,” 
being ** baptised with the holy Spirit,”’ and ‘ the holy 
spirit coming on persons,” are all expressions which 
refer to the same person or thing. See Acts i. 4, 5, 
and Sth verses, compared. Besides, being ‘* filled 
with the spirit,’ baving ‘* the spirit poured out,” 
‘shed forth,”? and the promise of the holy Spirit, 
which Christ received from the Father, are also va- 


and its phraseology in established use with the writers 
of the New Testament, and those to whom they prin- 
cipally addressed themselves, the Old uust determine 
the extent and meaning of the expressions which they 


were not a newly invented dialect at the commence- 
ment of the gospel dispensation. It is beyond a doubt, 
that they are taken from the writings of Moses aed the 
| prophets, and they express with these phrases, what 
the prophets only predicted. The Saviour, Luke iv. 
and Peter Acts ii. quote passages from the prophets 
about the Spirit, but give no intimation that the phrase- 





that there were seven ‘* holy spirits’? meaning persons. lrious modes of expression about the same person or | ology must now be understood in a different sense.— 
It they did, instead of three we should have nine per- | thing. This is evident from comparing the following | To have used the same phrases in a different sense 


sons in the Godhead. As I shall have occasion to con-} 


passages. Acts ii. 4, 33. It is equally obvious the 


from what the prophets did, without explaining their 


sider the phrase ‘t seven spirits” in another place, I | holy Spirit’s falling on persons, their being baptised | meaning, how could they be understood by the people. 


i 
dismiss it for the present. | 
2d. The phrase, ‘‘ the spirit,” when it refers to God, , 
and the phrase, ** holy spirit,” mean one and the 
same person or thing. What such phrases really do | 
mean, is the object of our inquiry, and is not at present 
the subject of determination. That these two phrases | 
are synonymous, is evident from the following among 
other passages. Thus Luke says, chap. iv. 1, ** And 
Jesus being full of the holy Spirit returned from Jor- | 
dan and was led by the Spirit into the wilderness.’’— | 
Notice here, that what is called, “ the holy Spirit,” 
in the first part of the verse, (and which chap. ili. 22, | 
is said to have descended on Jesus.) is in the Jast part, 
simply expressed by the phrase, ** The Spirit.” In) 
verse’ 14th it is again expressed by the very. same | 
Phrase. Another example of the same kind we have 
in John vii. 39. It is evident, that what in the begin- 
ning of this verse, is called *¢ The Spirit,” is in the 
Conclusion called, ** the holy Spirit.” In a thing so 


obvious I deem it superflous to add any more exaMm- 
ples. 


' 


_ Sd. It is also evident that the phrases, “* The Spir- 
oll and ‘* the spirit of God” mean the same thing. 
Thus it is said of Jesus, “© The heavens were opened 
unto him, and he saw the spirit of God descending like 
a dove, and lighting upon him.”? Now notice, that 
What is here expressed by the phrase, ‘the spirit of 
is in chap. iv. 1, expressed by the phrase, ‘The 


God ” 





with the holy Spirit, their receiving the holy Spirit, 
the holy Spirit being given to them, and pouring out 
the gift of the holy Spirit, &c. all refer likewise to the 
same thing. See Acts ii. 38, and x. 44-48, and xi. 
15-18, and xv. 8. Gal. iii. 14. 

7th. All these modes of expression, ** The spirit 


of God, spirit of the Lord, holy Spirit, and the Com-| 


forter,”’ &c. &c. refer to the same person or thing pro- 
mised under the Old Testament, to be given, or pour- 
ed out, Joel ii. aud which was poured out, or shed 


‘forth, and was fulfilled on the day of Pentecost. Be- 


sidés it is the same person or thing, which Christ calls, 
“‘ the promise of the Father,” which was to be given 
when he was glorified, and for which the apostles 
were to tarry at Jerusalem until they received it, these, 
and other things of a similar nature, all referring to the 


‘same person or thing, are so evident from the whole 
bible, that I deem it unnecessary to quote any texts by | 
way of illustration. Indeed | think such statements | 


will not be disputed. 

Sth. Whatever may be the precise meaning of these 
phrases in the New ‘Testament, I think it wil] be grant- 
ed, that they must have the same meaning, as the 
same or similar phrases have in the Old. For exam- 
ple the phrases, ‘‘ the Spirit,” the * spirit of God,” 
‘the spirit of the Lor@,”’ the “‘ holy Spirit,” if they 
mean the third person of the Godhead under one dis- 
pensation, they must mean so under both dispensations. 





To have done so, or to have used entirely new phrases 
without explanation, would have been to make them- 
selves barbarians, and on subjects so deepiy interest- 
ing, cannot be imputed to the God of truth. whose ser- 
vants they were. These remarks are equally appli- 
cable to other expressions, such as, * filled with the 
Spirit,” the ‘ Spirit’s falling on persons,” and being 
‘* in persons,’ &c. In confirmation of these remarks I 
quote the following from Dr. Campbell. 

In the first paragraph of his first preliminary disser- 
tation he thus writes, ‘* If the words and phrases em- 
ployed by the apostles and evangelists, in delivering 
the revelation committed to them by the holy Spirit, 
had not been agreeable to the received usage of the 
people to whom they spoke, their discourses, being 
unintelligible, could have conveyed no revelation to 
the hearers. Our Lord and his apostles, in publishing 
the gospel, first addressed them»elves to their country- 
men the Jews; a people who had many ages before, 
at different periods, been favored with other revela- 
tions. To those ancient Jewish revelations, now collec- 
ted into one volume, Christians give the name of the 
(Old Testament; and thereby distinguish them from 
those apostolic and evangelical writings, which being 
also collected into one volume, are called the New- 
Testament. In the latter dispensation, the divine au- 
thority of the former is presupposed and founded on.- 
The knowledge of what is contained inthat introductory 





used. The expressions used by them about the spirit, ' 
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revelation, is always presuffed in thé readers of the 
New Testament, which claims to be the consumma- 
tion of an economy of God for the salvation of man ; of 
which economy the Old Testament acquaints us with 
the occasion, origin, and early. progress. Both are 
therefore intimately connexted. Accordingly, though 
the two testaments are written in different languages, 
the same idiom prevails jn both; and in the historical 
part at least, nearly the same character of style.” In 
his second paragraph he adds,—‘ As the writings of 
the Old Testament are of a much earlier date, and 
contain an account of the rise and first establishment, 
together with a portion of the history of the nation to 
whom the gospel was first promulged, and of whom 
were all its first missionaries and teachers, it is thence 
unquestiouably that we must learn, both what the 
principal facts, customs, doctrines, and precepts are, 
that we aliuded to in the apostolical writings and 
what is the proper signification and extent of the 
expressions used.’ It is to this source of information 
Lintend to apply. It is to this touchstone | wish to 
bring the different modes of expression about the Spirit, 
to learn what is their signifiation and extent. 

It has been asserted by writers, on the trinity, that 
this doctrine is principally if not entirely to h» learned 
from the New Testament. This I mus: “think is a 
great mistake. Ifthe spirit of God, co. holy Spirit, be 
a person in the Godhead, nothing to me appears more 
evident than this, that it i a doctrine abundantly 
taught in the Old Testar.ent. Until I collected all 
the texts, ] had no idea ‘iat so much was said there 
about the spirit. J am perfectly satisfied, that the di- 
vinity and personalit; of the Spirit must be allowed to 
be taught in both, or rejected from both testaments.— 

o you ask me what makes me so confident of this ?— 
I answer that tine same or similar modes of speech are 
used in both about the spirit. Besides, if the belief of 
this doctrine is necessary to the salvation of my soul, 
it must bave been so to men in all ages. Further, the 
New Testament gives no intimation of any change a- 
bout the doctrine of the spirit, that under the old it 
meant a thing, but under the New Testament it means 
the third person in the Godhead. The spirit is spoken 


. di 








of throughout the whole bible as well understood. No! honest, and to habituate you in speaking the truth, | 


| they should preach a string of lies as long as their ser- | 
|! words in their sermons; 


disputes are found there, who, or what was meant by 
this term, nor do they anticipate any of our discussions 


about it. The sacred writers on this subject seem free | deception has some good effect on your morals and in- @Ptised shall be saved, 
from all apprehension, that they could, or ever would | clines you to be pious, cau you blame them if they, shall be damned.” 


be misunderstood by their readers. 
that they speak of this subjectas a mystery which can- 
not be understood, but, must be believed on their tes- 
timony as inspired writers. No; they say, * the 


Spirit, the Son ; the spirit of the Lord, the temple of | 


the Lord ; the spirit of God, the house of God ;” and 
seem to take it for granted, that the objects expressed 
by the different phrases, were alike understood. 

I have set out in my inquiries on this subject, not to 
prove a system or an hypothesis already adopted, but 
to search the scriptures, and to reason from the facts 
which they contain. If the course I have prescribed 
to myself does not lead me to truth on this subject, | 
despair of arriving at it without a uew & more perfect 
revelation. It is my desire, to make the sacred wri- 
ters explain their own meaning, and to follow them to 
whatever conclusions they bring me. 1 hope you will 
view what I say, as only an attempt to come at the 
truth, and not as a statement of what is certainly at- 
tained. Iam yours. MIKROs. 
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Just Pisblished and for Sale at this Ofice, 

A SERMON, delivered at Hartford, Con. on Wed- 
néesday, Aug. 18, 1824, at the Dedication of the new 
Universalist Meeting House. By H. Bauxou, of Bos- 
ton. Text, Hageai ii. 6, 7. 

Also, for Sale, A “Letter to a Friend, on what is com- 
monly denominated the ** FALL OF ADAM,” in which 


all his posterity is supposed to have caught the disorder, 
by Gronce Tuartcur, | herit the kingdom of God.” 


called ** ORIGINAL SIN.” 
tate Justice of 8. J. C. of Massachusetts. 


' ‘ 
FOR THE UNIVERSALIST MAGAZINE, 


A CLERICAL FAULT. 


It is to be lamented that an order of men, who enjoy 
the privileges of the clergy in this country, should 
practise any thing like deceit, especially in their pub- 
lic communications from the pulpit. A crime of this 
character is so base in the opinion of people in general, 
that it is to be feared, that the clergy take advantage 
of the enormity of the offence to screen them against 
suspicion, while in fact they practice it! 

The writer of this article is very sensible that the 
charge here suggested is of suoh a nature, that he 
could not be justified in giving the least hint of the 
kind to the public, if there were a reasonable doubt in 
his mind of the reality of the practice. 





tory of the clergy in former times, will doubt, that 
they have practiced all manner of deceptions, which 
| they were able to invent, whereby they could delude 
‘the people and keep them under their controul. 
'we feel loth to believe that the clergy of our own 
times and country, who are so very civil and polite in 
our houses, who seem so very solicitous for our ever- 
| lasting welfare, should be guilty of practicing deceit. 
Very well, let charity widen her mantle ; but if she is 
_determined never to fail, she must make up her mind 
to extend her favors to the guilty, for it will not be in 
, her power to support their innocence. 
| Clergymen have told me that if my doctrine, as they 
would call my belief, were true, it ought not to be 
preached or held up to the people. ‘This has been re- 
peated to me so many times that I am satisfied that 
those who assert it really mean what they say. Then 





in preaching falsehood. 
satisfactory manner: ** The doctrine of Universal Sal- 
vation leads to every possible vice; it leaves no re- 
straint on the mind against the grossest crimes; and 
as it is our duty to guard against iniquity, we are jus- 
tified in preaching against this doctrine, even if it be 
itrue. Now, reader, can you blame these lovers of 
|of moral virtue, if in their engagedness to keep you 





‘mons? And when they find that a moderate dose of 


Nor do I find, _ deal out a double portion, that you may become whol- , their hearers will associ 
| state of torment with the word damned. 


' ‘ +e 
‘believe that this word means any such thi 


ly sound? 

Again: The clergy of our times, and in our country, 
|} know that the words hell, damned, condemned, shall 
not inherit the kingdom of God, and many others, which 
are used in the scriptures, have been so long used by 


people in general are in the habit of as:ociating such 
an idea with those expressions ; and when ever they 
read them or hear them uttered from the desk, this ap- 


Now if the clergy are sensible that these expressions 
in scripture are applied to the present condition of the 
wicked and unbelieving, in this world, is it not deceit 
in them to use these expressions, in their sermons, 
without any explanation of them, when they know 
that their hearers will wrongly apply them ? 
{this is their constant practice there is no more doubt 
than there is of their being learned, sensible men. Let 
| us notice an instance. Reference was made, a few 
days past, in the Caristian ReEcistTER, to the follow- 
|img passage in 1 Cor. vi. in support of the awful doc- 
trine of a future state of torment. ‘+ Know ye not 





No person, who is tolerably acquainted with the his- 


But . 


it is certain that they would even justify themselves | 
They reason in this plain and | 


the clergy to mean a state of endless punishment, that | 


plication is invariably made by the force of tradition. ‘that Jesus meant that all who did not 


That | 





that the uurighteous shall not inherit the kingdom of. 
God? be not deceived; neitber fornicators, nor idola- 
ters, nor adulterers, nor efleminate, nor abusers of 
themselves with mankind, nor thieves, nor covetous, 
nor drunkards, nor revilers, nor extortioners, shall in- 








What do people in ge.- 


4 jeral suppose is meant by “ the kingdom of God?’ triue is immoral in its tendency, and endeavo 





ae, 


Answer; heaven in another State of “existénce, Who 
has caused them to think so? Answer, the clergy, 
Then when the clergy refer to the above passage eith- 
er in writing or preaching, they constantly mean to 
have their readers and hearers think that a state of 





‘torment in a future world is proved ; for in the future 


world the people have been taught, by the clergy, to 
believe, that there are two states only, heaven and 
hell, and that those who do not inherit heaven are jh 
hell, a place of endless torment. 

But, says the reader, how do you know but the 
clergy really think that this passage in Corinthians 
does directly prove that those spoken of will be ex- 
cluded from heaven hereafter, and be forever torment- 
edin hell? Answer: That the clergy believe no such 
thing the following argament is offered. They are 
learned, sensible men,’‘and are in the habit of reading 
critically, and if there is in fact evident proof in the 
text and its connexion that applies it to the condition 
of men in this world, then we must suppose that the 
learned clergy know that thisisthe case. Now, read- 
er, look at the very next words to the passage quoted: 
** And such were some of you; but ye are washed, 
but ye are sanctified, but ye are justified, in the name 
of the Lord Jesus, and by the spirit of our God.” Can 
any one believe that our clergy, who use this text to 
support the doctrine of future endless punishment, 
think that St. Paulintended to prove that his brethren, 
the Corintians would be punished forever in the future 
world? It is certain that if the text prove the hereai- 
ter punishment of avy, it proves that those sanctified, 
justified Corinthians would be thus punished ; for the 
apostle declares who should not inherit the kingdom 
of God, and that these sanctified ones had been of 
that character. He certainly gives no intimation that 
others could not be washed and sanctified as well as 
they. Moreover the clergy do not pretend to believe 
there will be any such characters in the future state 
as the apostle has named in the above text. For in- 
stance : Do they pretend to believe that there will be 
thieves and drunkards, fornicators and adulterers in 
the future state? No, they do not. Then how is it 
possible that they should make use of this text as they 
do, without meaning to deceive ? 

How frequently do the clergy cite the following 
‘““ He that believeth and is 
and he that believeth not 
And this they do knowing that 
‘ate the ideas of an eternal 
But do they 
ie? Its 

ti em. 4 o doubt 
truly a hard question to answer fur them, and no 


it is a hard question for them to answer for themselves. 


If we say they honestly believe in what they endeaver 


eople believe, we must humble their 
pride of learning and good sense ; for Jesus, vee 
the text cited, says, John iii. 18, ‘* He that believet 


vot is condemned already.” Will the clergy pretend 
then believe 


No, for if that 


to make the } 


were condemned to endless misery? 
were the case there was no need of preaching the gos- 
pel afterward. 

What shall we say to these things ? Shall we con- 
clude, that our clergy, ] mean those who do as above 
pointed out, are ignorant themselves, after all the 
(ime and expense which have been devoted to their 
learning, and that in room of being able to aap 
others, they need to be taught what a ome chi ‘ 
would know, if not prejudiced by tradition? Le 


such as can believe them to be thus ignorant; ee 
self] arm not sohappy. I believe they mean to mit: 
the people as ignorant as possible, knowing that they 

' le become 


will loose their influence as fast as the peop 
{am the more confirmed in this unhappy 
‘eir conduct in their opposition to answer 
a contemp- 
he doc- 
r to se° 


informed. 
pinion, by tt 
sal, ellicient grace, in which they manifest 
tible meanness, by constantly afhrming that ¢ 
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vicious; and this they do without attempting to show, 


_ UNIVERSALIST MAGAZI 


their hearers against Universalists as being impious and to describe the condition of the ric 





NE. 


h man,” who, he 
Says “had been luxurious, oppressive and cruel.”— 





on any moral principle, how goodness and mercy man- | And he quotes the very passage in which he thinks it 


ifested by God to man should naturally (end to make 
men bad and unmerciful. 
However, I am willing, even now, to allow the 


clergy 20 opportunity to clear themselves, by coming he represents the rich man to bei 







is thus used, viz : “in hell, in torment, he lifted 
up his eyes,’ &c. Surely, i writer be correct, 
| the Evangelist wust have made a  * mistake, for 
ades,a place as 


forward, and, by any argument, in their power, to con- | distinct from Gehenna as Boston is from London. And 


yince us that they really believe that a single passage 


in divine revelation, necessarily applies to a future | 


state of torment, in which there is no mercy. H, B. 


——=P 0: 0 ae 
FOR THE UNIVERSALIST MAGAZINE, 


LEARNED CHRISTIANS. 


in the * Christian Register,” the Unitarian paper 
of this city,an article against Unitarianism bas recent- 
ly appeared—a reply to a part of which was given in 
the Magazine of last week. In the latter part of this, 
the writer speaks of ** learned” christians. I have for 
sometime thought that the Unitarian clergy in this vi- 
cinity rated themselves very high on account of their 
I have also thought that there were among 
But it 
is generally the case with those bodies of men which 
pride themselves fur their literary attainments, that 
there will be at least, one weak, silly brother among 
them, and this one will be the most noisy in prating 
about learning. ‘This is true of the Unitarians. The 
writer above mentioued, immediately after speaking 
of learned christians, makes some most unaccountable 
blunders, of which any person who attempts to write 
fora religious newspaper should be ashamed. The 
reader will get an idea of his learning by the following: 
* No learned christian has ever pretended that hades 
meant Ael/ in the present reception of this latter word.” 
Now what is the present reception of *‘hell,”’ this lat- 
Answer: It is received to signify a place 
And yet this 
learned writer says that S’veo/, which he acknowledges 
usually has the same meaning as H/ades, and which is, 
m fact, but another vame for the same place, ‘* con- 
veys the idea of a piace of most dreadful suffering and 
So according to this learned writer, the 
present reception of the word hell is not ‘* a place of 
most dreadful suffering and misery.” For ‘‘ no learned 
ehristian has ever pretended that Hades,” (‘‘a place of 
most dreadful suffering and misery,”’) ** meant hell, in 
What kind 
Is it a 





abilities. 
them many men of good talents and learning. 


ter word? 


of most dreadful suffering and misery. 


misery.”? 


the present reception of this latter word.” 
of a hell does this learned writer believe in? 
place of happiness ? 

The writer gives us another specimen of his learn- 
ing. He says the Hebrew word Sheol * is employed 
in describing the place where the impious and abomi- 


nable inhabitants of the oid word are confined, who} 


Were destroyed by the deluge on accouut of their great 
degeneracy and gross vices.» This is information we 
never had before. Where is this word thus employed ? 
And why were these inhabitants thus confined? Was 
it for their wickedness? No. This writer himself says 
they were destroyed by the deluge on this account. 
We find more of this writer’s learning in the follow- 
ing. Speaking of Gehenna, he says, ‘¢ This was a fit 
emblem of the torment and destruction of the wicked 
ina future state.” Here he has even exceeded the 
sacred writers in his learning. Jeremiah uses Gehen- 
a or Tophet, as an emblem of temporal punishment ; 
ahd this is as far as he goes with it. See. Jer. chs. 
vii. & xix. This writer must be well acquainted with 
the concerns of another worid, or he could not tell that 
Gehenna was a fit emblem of the torment and destruc- 
tion of the wicked there. Ie decides upon the fitness 


of the emblem, and he could not do this unless he was 
acquainted with what kind of punishment there is in 
4 future state. 


Put he goes beyond all we have yet mentioned in 


not only so, but Wakefield and Campbell, and all the 
host of critics have made a great mistake, for they 
have all agreed that the rich man was in Hades. 

Now all this information we have noticed, which 
nobody ever knew, or thought of before, we find in 
one short paragraph ; and we could not expect to find 
more of that kind in one short paragraph of a learned 
writer. Heis in reality wise, and wise too, above 
what is written. RICHARDS. 


FOR THE UNIVERSALIST MAGAZINE. 


‘THOUGHTS ON THE FIRST COMMANDMENT. 


| 66 Hear, O Israel ; the Lord our God is one Lord; and 
thou shalt love the Lord thy God with all thy heart, 
and with all thy soul, and witu all thy mind, and with 
all thy strength.” 





Question: Who makes this declaration and puts 
forth this command? Answer: the Lord, who is the 
Creator, Preserver, and Ruler ofall beings. On whom 
‘is this commandment binding? On the Jews only ? No; 
on the Gentiles also. On what moral principle is this 
| commandment predicated? Is it predicated on the 
soverrignty and majesty of the Lerd our God? No; 
for a moral command must be established on a moral 
principle like itself; and this command requires no 
sovereignty nor majesty; but it requires love. Then 
love is its foundation. And as a foundation must be 
laid before a superstructure cau be raised upon it, the 
love on which this commandment’ is predicated, must 
have existed before this commandment could have be- 
come binding. One momentous truth is now clear.— 
The Lord our God loved all mankind before he could, 
on moral principles, require all men to love him. 

The subject under consideration is simplified as fol- 
lows: There is in nature a requirement binding on 
children to love their parents; and this requirement 
has its foundation in the love which is previously exer- 
cised by parents towards their children. The com- 
,mand to love our parents is only an expression of our 


'duty, which grows out of the favors which are the 








| fruits of the relation which subsists between them and | 
lus. If no such relation existed, or if no such fruits). 
were enjoyed, then no such natural requirement could | 


| 


| be binding, no such command could be reasonably put | 
' forth, of course, no transgression could be cognizable | 
‘where such love was not exercised. It is then clear, 
‘on the most simple ground of reasoning, that if our, 
Creator did not love us, he could not require us to love | 
Him; and if His love was not fruitful in favors to-| 
wards us, there could be no requirement binding on us | 
to love Him, nor just cause of censure if we did aot. | 

There is another subject of inquiry respecting the 
commandment under consideration, which is no less | 
important than those which have been considered.— 
The question is, how extensively does the divine love ! 
operate, on which this commandment is founded? The 
answer to this question is casily obtained by the ex-_ 
tent of the requirement ; for as the requirement is! 
founded or the divine love, it must be as extensive as | 
the love on which it is founded, and no more. If the. 


‘* Thou shalt love the Lord thy God with all thy heart, 
and with all thy soul, and with all thy mind, and with 
all thy strength.”” Now as it must be allowed, that 
the expressions; all thy heart, and all thy soul, and all 
thy mind, and all thy strength, were designed to ex- 
press all the moral and physical powers of man, we 
must allow that the command will not be fulfilled 
while we hold the least power or faculty in reserve. 
whieh is not devoted entirely to love the Tord our 
God. This being understood, it furnishes the truce an 
swer sought ; for if the Lord our God had any power, 
faculty or principle which was not wholly exercised in 
love to mankind, He must, to be consistent, allow a, 
reservation in us, which should correspond with the 
one in Himself. But as He requires us to love Him 
with all the ability we possess, so He loves us with all 
the ability possessed by Him. 

Here is an inheritance, which is “ incorruptible, un- 
defiled, and which fadeth not away.” In the light of 
this most glorious subject the enemies of truth must 
find themselves confounded. . How can they maintain 
the doctrive of the divine enmity towards men, with- 
out absolving them from both law and offence? The 
moment that God should cease from loving a creature 
whom He has made, would be the moment that that 
creature’s power to sin, would cease. But while the 
Lord our God shall continue to love all his creatures, 
it will remain our duty to love, obey, and serve him. 

H. B. 
——“D >- ie... 
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IMPEACHMENT OF GOD'S CHARACTER, 


| Some people contend that Judas must be: endlessly 
| miserable, because our Saviour said, ‘It had been 
| good for that man if he had not been born.” They 
| suppose our Lord here alluded to the natural birth of 
Judas, and infer thorefore, that it would have been 
better for him if God had never given him any exist- 
| ence. This is directly accusing God of having done 
, an act fer one of his creatures by which he greatly in- 
'jured him, As no one denies God’s infinite knowiedge, 
‘it is saying no less than this: God knew if he gave 
Judas an existence, he would be inconceivably injur- 
ed thereby, and yet he gave him an existence. He 
knew it would be good for Judas not to be born; but 
he did not choose the good and refuse the evil: he 
created him. Is not this a direct impeachment of 
| God’s character? anda denial of the truth of the Ho- 
ly Scriptures, which declare ‘*The Lord is good to 
'all?” The above hints are thrown out as a caution to 
those who interpret our Saviour’s words above quoted: 








inthe way which has been named. W. 
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MARRIED IN THIS CITY, 


By the Rev. S. Streeter, Mr. Thomas H. Sweetser, 
of Woburn, to Miss Rebeckah H. Lambert, of Boston. 


'—Mr. Luther Russell to Miss Rebeckah D. Barnes.—- 


Mr. Alexander Lovett to Miss Abigail H. Pierce. 

In Newton, Mass. by Rev. T. G. Farnsworth, Capt. 
George Murdock, of Waltham, to Miss Mary Apthorp 
Bacon, of Newton, eldest daughter of Capt. Joseph 
Bacon. 


DIED IN THIS CITY, 


On Saturday last, John Doak, only child of Nathan- 
iel Blake, aged 1 year, and 3 1-2 months. 

In Hopkinton, Mass, on the 21st Sept. Mrs. Hannah,. 
wife of Mr. Simpson Homes, aged 84. 

In Dorchester, Oct. 2d, Mr. James Blackman, aged’ 
48 years and 6 months. To his family he was endcear- 
ed as an affectionate husband and father; by his rela- 








I hat \tives and neighbors, he was valued for his kind and 
command to love God meant no more than that we | obliging disposition; by the poor he was honored for 


should honor him with some outward rites, a few re- his beneficence ; and by all respected as an industrious 


spectful ceremonies ; then it would be reasonable to 
suppose that the lord our God has laid us under these 
obligations by some outward tokens of his favor, by 
which nothing could be certainly known of His real dis- | 





the following. He informs us that Gehenna was “used 


position towards us. But the commandment runs thus; 





‘in their labors. 


and faithful member of society. He was strongly at- 
tached te the ancient and honorable Society of Free 
and Accepted Masons; and the fraternity feel in his 
departure, the loss of a zealous and efficient associate 
His long sickness he bore with pa- 
tierce, and he had “+ hope in his death.” 
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LHEY POUR’D THE RED LIBATION FORTH. 


‘They pour’d the red libation forth, 
And fill’d the golden bow] ; 

1 dash’d it on the famish’d earth, 
And spurn’d its base control,—— 
And said——no more my peace shall be 

A victim to thy treachery! 


They wove of Fame the blooming wreath, 
My brow the chaplet twin’d ; 
My foot I trod the flowers beneath, 
And gave them to the wind,— 
Aud said-—my heart no more shall trust 
‘l'o that which is itself but dust! 


They brought me Beauty’s child, and gave 
To me her airy form, 

Death came ! she fill’d the silent grave— 
Fed on her cheek the worm ; 

i lov’d, yet said-—no more will | 

O’er flower so frail, in sorrow sigh ! 


They brought me then a spirit sweet— 
RELIGION, ever fair; 
My tears bedew’d her holy feet, 
My soul arose in prayer,—— 
And said——Fame, Pleasure, all farewell! 
Blest spirit! thou hast broke their spell ! 
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ON DOING GOOD TO ALL MEN. 


Paul says, in his epistle to the Gallatians, ‘*As we 
have, therefore, opportunity, let us do good unto all 
men, especially unto them who are of the household 
of faith. He undoubtedly means by those of ** The 
household of faith,’ the believers in our ** Lord Jesus 
Christ.” For a neglect of this duty which the Apos- 
tle here enjoins, no reasonable excuse can be offered. 
There are so many ways in which men may do 
good to one another, that every man has it in his pow- 
er to comply with the Apostle’s earnest exhortation. 

Who is there that cannot do good by setting good 
examples? No one will dispute that much good may 
he done in this way. for example possesses a most 
powerful jufluence upou mankind, 
say he cannot set good examples? Many a one may 
say in truth, I do not, but he cannot say, it is out of 
my power. Herethen is one way in which we may 
do good to mankind. . 

Mankind generally have it in their power to do good 
by giving good advice. Every one knows that much 


eood may be done inthis way. If men were more 


open and ingenuous with one another, more ready, 7” | 


a jrien’ky way, to port out to an erring brother, his 


Vé 


jaults, more willing to caution and encourage him, so- 


i) 
ciety would soon shew the good effects resulting there- 
trom. Hew often might a little seasonable advice 
suave a young man from ruin. How litue a matter 


would sometimes turn one who had just set his face 
toward the wuy of the transgressor. It should be re- 
wne.obered that man was not made to live to himself. 
lle is placed among men, that in his intercourse with 
them, he may both give and receive good. 

Much good may be done by constantly giving sub- 
tantial encouragement to virtue and virtuous men.— 
To the credit of society, it should be said, that this is 
a public babit. it should be universally an individual 
one. Let virtuous young men just commencing in 
life Le supported and encouraged. ‘This will excite 
iu theim a laudable ambition, and tend strongly to keep 
thew ont of the devious paths of sin. 

We may do great good to men by endeavouring to 
@orrect their religious views. How much injury has 
been done by false views of the character of God, and 


the nature of mankind. It is our duty to undeceive 


{ 


| men. Jesus Christ bas set us the example. Many 
| are prone to suppose that a man is governed by a bad 
| spirit, if he speaks against the religious opinions of 
/others. But this - 3 a very injurious mistake.— 
Our Saviour, who good unto all men, corrected 
‘the errors of mankiggl: Those who now do it with the 
same motives sda cewortsy, The Apostle’s injunc- 
‘tion may be applied to this duty as justly as to any 
other that we should perform. 


are sometimes made against doing good unto all men. 
One thinks he should confine his benevolént labours 
| to those who are of his own sect. He fears that he 
shall encourage heretics and wicked men, if he has in- 
|tercourse with them. It is in vain you tell him he 
| should love his neighbour as himself, for he considers 
those only to be his neighbours whose views and feel- 
‘ings agree with his; and these to him are the * house- 
‘hold of faith.” He seems to have forgotten that the 
household of faith’? should not claim all his affection 
; and care. 
One of the most common, yet wicked excuses offer- 


But let us notice briefly, some of the excuses which | 


| ie so long as it is said we are in an error, we have a 
claim upon those who say so, toshow us wherein, 
May I not urge it upon them as their duty? May I not 
| say uuto them, ‘**as”’ ye ** have opportunity, do good 
Unto all men, especially unto them who are of the 
‘household of faith?’ If we are more wicked, or more 
ignorant than they,which they have sometimes intima- 

ted, the more incumbent on them does the duty be- 

come. 

If they ask me why I wish them to notice the sub- 
| ject of difference between us in a proper way, 1 an- 
swer, so that if | am in an error, | may be convinced 

of it. Universalists have urged arguments in defence 

of their doctrive which they sincerely think are irre. 
futable. But they have been met by little but by si- 
lence and by sveers. We wish the world to know if 
| we are right and to know if we are wrong. We trust 
| we have no motive, we ackuowledge we should have 
none in our discussions, save the developement of 
‘truth. If this will not entitle us to the notice of our 

fellow christians, what will, or what should? 
Finally, the Universalists feel themselves induced 


led by some who refuse to do good to all men is, that by the words of the Apostle, to labour for the spread 


|many are beneath their notice. Nothing is more com- 
|mon with the opposers of Universalism, when they are 
asked why they do not answer the inquiries and argu- 
| ments of Universalists, than for them to say, ‘* O they 
lare not worthy of notice. We will have no argument 
{with them.”? Did Jesus Christ furnish these men 
‘with this excuse ? 


of their opinions. ‘That God controuls all things to 


work out the best possible good, the ultimate, univer- 


which to them appears so beneficial, that they think 


j sal holiness, and happiness of his children, is a truth 
‘ 
{ 


the inculcation of it a sure way of doing good to man- 
‘kind. From this persuasion they derive their zeal.— 
| 

From whom have they obtained | This gives them a desire that all men should compre- 


| the liberty thus boldly to disregard the injunction of | hend the great extent of their Redeemer’s love. May 


| the Apostle to do good toall men as we have opportu-/they be instrumental in spreading the knowledge of 
inity? | Christ in the world, and so, as they have opportunity, 


| 
sible, when considered in connexion with what they 
say they believe concerning us, viz. that we are doing 
great injury to mankind ; that we are ruining immor- 
tal souls, 


Now allowing we are as mean and con- 
| temptible as they would have people think, are they | 
justified in standing still and seeing us do all this inju- 
ry? According to what they say, it is one of the easi- 
‘est things in the world to refute this doctrine. For | 
if they tell the truth at all times, there is nothing in | 
the Bible to support it. Now if men are to be judged | 
in another world for the actions oi this life, as they 
say they believe, how will they appear at the bar of 


/God? When the inquiry is made of them why they 
Will any person | 


did not prevent Universalists from ruining souls, as it , 
| Was soeasy a matter will the pretence that such, 
were beneath their notice be satisfactory? Does not 
|such wickedness, (for I can give it ng milder name,) 
‘tend strongly to prove that their belief in this judg- 
iment has no cilect to prevent them from sinning? I| 
jhave heard Ministers with an affectation of solemnity, 
'say they knew they must appear at the bar of God,and 
give an account of all their conduct. What account 
will they give of such conduct? IfI could think that 
any sinners would be punished in the future state, 
these are among the first I should suppose woald be. 

But they fare hardly enough now. If they will 
hear me, I will teil them a little truth. You know, 
my friends, this is a miserable pretence, and what 
gives you greater torment, you see that people gener- 
ally begin to think so. You know that is no just ex- 
cuse, and that the public judgment has so decided.— 
And you also see, that you have more need than ever, 
of some excuse, for not paying attention to the labors 
of those who are taring down the foundation on which 
your faith in an endless hell, has been professedly 
built. 

[humbly inquire of the public, why Universalists 
are beneath the notice of their opponents? It cannot 
be because the subject of their inquiries is not of im- 
portance. It is of importance, and of public impor- 
tance. It cannot be because they are not satisfied 
with reasonable unswers, and just interpretations of 
the scripture. No one that I recollect has ever inti- 


‘ 


The conduct of such people appears very repreben- | 
of the household of faith.” 


**do good unto all men, especially unto them who are 
LICHARDS. 
—at: GD aa 
CONFESSION. 

An Irish lad whose father was a Catholic was per- 
suaded to go to the priest’ to confess. He consented, 
but upon,the priest’s demanding a shilling before hand, 
he made a pause and asked, ** Do you confess?" — 
*¢ Yes,” said the priest, ‘* | confess to the Dean.”— 


‘* Does he charge you,” asked the boy.—‘t Yes, a 


| while thirteen,’ replied the priest.—‘ And who does 


the Dean confess to?’? ‘* The Bishop.” “ And the 


Bishop?’ ‘ He confesses to the Pope.’? ‘* And do 
Deaus and Bishops pay?” ‘+ Yes, smar‘ty too,” re 
plied the priest. ‘+ Who then, does the Pope contess 
to?” asked the boy. ‘To God,” was the reply. 
** And what does God charge?” *+ Nothing.” ‘* Then, 
(said the boy) Ill confess to God, and save my shil- 


ling.” 
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mated such a thing. Why then is it: 








We think 


Octeber 16, 1824. 














